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R EM ARKS 

Claims 2-8, 10-15, 17-19, 24-31, 35-40, 43, 44, and 48-57 are pending in the present 
application. Claim 54 is allowed. Claims 16 and 20-23 have been canceled, without admission or 
prejudice. Claims 19, 48, 55, and 57 have been amended herein for clarification. It is believed 
that no new matter has been entered. 

Objections to Claims 

Claim 48 was objected to for depending on canceled claim 47. Through the current 
amendment, claim 48 now depends from claim 57, thus the objection is respectfully traversed. 

Rejections under § 1 12 

Claims 19, 20-23, 43, 44, 48, 53 and 57 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite. Claims 20-23 were canceled, thus these rejections are moot and 
therefore respectfully traversed. Claim 19 was rejected for use of the claim term "characteristic 
density value". The claim term, "characteristic density value" was removed from the claim and is 
believed to be overcome. Claim 43, 44, 48-53, and 57 were rejected for insufficient antecedent 
basis, but was indicated allowable if antecedent basis was supplied. Consequently, independent 
claim 57 was amended, thus claim 57 and dependent claims 43, 44, and 48-53 now contain 
sufficient antecedent basis, and should be in condition for allowance. 

Accordingly, the rejections under §112 are respectfully traversed, and reconsideration is 
respectfully requested. 

Rejections under §§102 and 103 

Claims 2-6, 8, 10, 11, 17, 24, 25 and 55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Dufner et al (US 6,024,848). Claims 12, 28, 29 and 36 remain rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dufner et al. Claims 20-23 remain rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dufner et al in view of Wood, III et al (US 6,350,539). 
Claims 30, 31 and 40 also remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dufner et al in view of Taniguchi et al (EP 0 872 907). These rejections are respectfully 
traversed. 
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Amended claim 55 recites, inter alia, that respective properties of said relatively high and 
relatively low particle density regions vary across a cross section of said porous diffusion media 
between said first and second major faces of said diffusion media such that said first major face 
is collectively more hydrophilic than said second major face and said second major face is 
collectively more hydrophobic than said first major face, wherein the first major face and the 
second major face each comprise hydrophilic and hydrophobic portions. 

The Examiner acknowledged that none of the prior art references teach this claim 
element. In the reasons for allowance for independent claims 54 and 57, the Examiner stated that 
none of the prior art references teach a diffusion media with a gradient of water transfer particles 
used to create relatively hydrophobic and hydrophilic faces. (See Office Action, pages 21 or 22) 
With the present claim amendment to claim 55, Applicants assert that the rejections of claim 55 
and all claims dependent thereon under §§102 and 103 are believed to be overcome and 
reconsideration is respectfully requested. 

CONCLUSION 

Accordingly, Applicants respectfully submit that all claims are in condition for 
allowance. The Examiner is encouraged to contact the undersigned to resolve efficiently any 
formal matters or to discuss any aspects of the application or of this response. Otherwise, early 
notification of allowable subject matter is respectfully requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 

DINSMORE & SHOHL LLP 

By /Matthew A. Molloy/ 
Matthew A. Molloy 
Registration No. 56,415 

One Dayton Centre 

One South Main Street, Suite 1300 

Dayton, Ohio 45402 

Telephone: (937) 449-6400 

Facsimile: (937) 449-6405 

e-mail: matthew.molloy@dinslaw.com 
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